In the original article there was an error. The reference for Um et al. (2019) was incorrectly cited.

A correction has been made to the section ***Negative Urgency and Addiction: Tobacco***, ***Alcohol, Cocaine, Pathological Gambling***, ***and Food*** subsection ***Alcohol***, paragraph seven:

"A study of 675 community-dwelling adults in the Rockland Project used structural equation modeling path analysis to evaluate the mediating vs. moderating roles of urgency in the relationship between depression and problematic alcohol or cannabis use. Negative urgency, not positive urgency, was a unique mediator of the relationships between depressive symptoms and both problematic alcohol use and problematic cannabis use. Additionally, negative urgency moderated the relationship between depressive symptoms and problematic cannabis use. Specifically, at low levels of negative urgency, depressive symptoms predicted less problematic cannabis use, whereas at high levels of negative urgency, depressive symptoms predicted greater cannabis use. The authors concluded that despite being statistically correlated with each another, negative and positive urgency had distinct influences on the relationship between depressive symptoms and alcohol and cannabis use, with negative urgency having unique predictive significance (Um et al., [@B10])."

Additionally, a correction has been made to the section ***Neurocircuitry Implicated in*** ***Negative Urgency and Addiction***, paragraph one:

"Neurobiological data on negative urgency are limited to date, but negative urgency has been hypothesized to reflect impairments in the "top-down" cortical control over both basal ganglia and extended amygdala function (Figure 2). This topic was very recently reviewed in detail (Um et al., [@B11]) so we only briefly discuss key findings here. Most, if not all, of the data are derived from human imaging studies. Deficient top-down control has been hypothesized to reflect a loss of control over pathological habits that involve basal ganglia and extended amygdala processing (Robbins and Everitt, [@B7]; Everitt and Robbins, [@B4]; George et al., [@B5]; Belin et al., [@B1]) and greater attention to, incentive salience of, or cognitive resource interference from emotion-evoking stimuli. Consequently, in the presence of negative emotion, there is a reduction of inhibitory control over potentially detrimental actions and habits, the latter reflecting increased behavioral control by the dorsolateral striatum (Everitt and Robbins, [@B4]; Belin and Everitt, [@B2]; Belin et al., [@B1]; Giuliano et al., [@B6]). These biases putatively reflect alterations of the structure, function, or connectivity of orbitofrontal cortex (OFC)/ventromedial prefrontal cortex (vmPFC) projections to the basal ganglia and extended amygdala (Cyders and Smith, [@B3]; Robbins et al., [@B8]; Smith and Cyders, [@B9]; Figure 2)."

The authors apologize for this error and state that this does not change the scientific conclusions of the article in any way. The original article has been updated.
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